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C.LA. Head Opposes Prior Notice of Covert Ope

. ByCHARLESMOHR
Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Feb. 21 — Adm. Stans-
field Tumer, the Director of Central In-
telligence, told senators today that the
Carter Administration strongly opposed
a proposal requiring that some members

(3

- of Congress be given prior notice of all

- And, to the surprise of some members
of the Senate Select Committee on Intelli-

" gence, Admiral Tumer testified that it
©'was “not correct’ that at least a few
. committee members had been informed
- of all clancestine operations since.1977;

It did not seem entirely clear whether
Admiral Tumner meant that knowledge of

. some operations had been completely

withheld from members of the committee
or only that the information had been
withheld until after the operation was

- completed, He declined to answer ques-

tions from reporters secking clarifica-
tion. Lo TiEe e e :
Admiral Tumer also toid the commit-

- tee that, at his confirmation hearing in
- 1877, be said only that he would try to

comply with a Senate resolution that re-
quests prior notification of clandestine

. activities, adding that he did not mean

_“thatIwassure I could comply withit.”
- *Drawinga Very Fine Line’ AR
The disclosure came after questioning
by Sznator Walter D. Huddleston, Demo-
crat of Xentucky, who expressed what
apreared to be a general cohviction that
the Central Inteligence Agency had been
" giving the committee prior notice of clan-
_Cestine operations. In one undisclosed ex-|

‘ covertintelligence operations., v .}

B T

ations

ception, the Senator added, at least some
members of the committee wera given
priornotice.

*“That is not correct,” Admiral Turner
said. Later, he said he had never been or-
dered to withhold information from the
intelligence committees but added, “We
are drawing a very fine line here, Timing
is a delicate issue in some instances,”

*Requiring full and prior Congres-
sional access to intelligence informa-
tion,” the Director said, **will havs an in-
hibiting effect upon the willingness of in.
cividuals and organizations to cooperate
with our country.” :
© Admiral Turner's testimony reflects
the major issue dividing the Carter Ad-
ministration and Senate authors of pro-’

posed national intelligence legislation de-
signed to serve as a *‘charter” for the na-
tion’s intelligence agencies., ..
The proposed law, introduced by Sena.
tor Huddleston and Senator Charles McC.
Mathias Jr., Republican .of Maryland,
would generally require prior notificati on
to the full intelligence committees. In an
emergency, notification could be limited
for the first 48 hours to the two senior
members from 2ach party on each com-
mittee and to the majority and rainority
-leaders of the Senate and the House, .. -
I.%. °C Provislon Called *‘Unwise® -
- Admiral Tumer testified that he and
President Carter believad this provision
was ‘“‘unnecessary, improper and un-
wise,”” and urged that the wording of the
‘present law be retained. This requires re-}
porting of covert operations “in a timely|
fashion,” which, in some cases, has been]| -
construed by the C.1.A. to permit inform-
“ing Congressafterthefact. - . -
. In" another potentially controversial
“part of his testimony, Admiral Turner
said, ‘‘Activities which would have long-
term consquences, or which would be carp-
.ried out over an extended period of time,
- should generally be shared with Congress
~at their inception.” But he added that he
did not wish this writténintolaw. - S
The chairman of the intelligence com-
- mittee, Senator Birch Bayh, Democrat of
, Indiana, said he was disturbed that Ad-
; miral Turner wished to use the medifying
| word *‘generally’” and that the director!
: did not want prior’ notification. in - the
~“bedrock” of statutelaw. . . [ -
°, Admiral Turner said the Administra-
!'tion generally favored most provisions of
; the Huddleston charter bill, but he ex-
pressed opposition to eight ditferent fea.
¢ tures of it.-This surprised several sena-
;'tors who had believed -that agreement
| with- the - Administration had.. been
-reachedonall but twoissues. !> -7 ... .
{7 One-issue was prior notification,” and
-the other was prohibition of the intellj-
gence agency's attempts to infiltrate the
:press, the clergy and academic institu.
‘tions withundercover agents,. *,.>: .
"““There “can.: arise- mique ° circum<
‘stances in which : intelligence relation-
. ships with members of these institutions
: may be the only means available for ac.
j complishing important intelligence. ob-
Jectives,” Admiral Turnersaid. - NIRRT
- The committee is expected to hold ;
radic hearings until April 1, and will then
attempt to write a biil to be sent to th
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